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ATP Engineer's Checklist for lnfrastructure Projects


Req uired for "l nfrastructu re" a pplications ON LY


This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in "responsible charge" of the preparation of this ATP


application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC's


requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC's ATP Guidelines and CTC's Adoption of PSR Guidelines -


Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to


be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.


Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the


application:
Chopter 7; Articte 3; Section 67j5 of the Professionol Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculotion(s) or


report(s) be either prepored by or under the responsible chorge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP


Infrostructure-opptication defines the scope of work of a future civil construction proiect and requires complex engineering principles


ond calculotions which ore based on the best dato availoble ot the time of the application, the opplication must be signed and


stdmped by a licensed civil engineer.


By signing and stomping this document, the engineer is attesting to this applicotion's technicol informotion and engineering data


upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, ond decisions ore made. This action is governed by the Professional


Engineer's Act and the corresponding Code of Professionol Conduct, under Sections 6775 ond 6735.


The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in "responsible charge" of defining the project's Scope,


Cost and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC's PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and


application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.


1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer's lnitials: -Dt!-qa. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary


2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer's lnitials: ft q
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project "construction" limits and limits of each


primary element of the project. Scale must be shown on the plan/map


b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items


c. Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths


d. Show agency's right of way (ROW lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As


appropriate, also show Caltrans', Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)


Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer's lnitials: DLP1
(tnclude cross-secflo n for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)


a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.


4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer's lnitials: D(*\
a. The Caltrans Project Estimate (Attachment F) must be filled out per the instructions and attached to the


application, in the appropriate location.


b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item


are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs


c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately


from the eligible costs. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines


as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines chapter 22.6


d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal


corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for


e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost


3
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Grash/Safety Data, Gollision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer's lnitials: Dtfl
a. Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within influence


area of proposed imProvements.


5


6. project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer's lnitials: tr11{
a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project


schedules and programming includedln the application must account for all applicable federal requirements


and timeframes.


b. ,,Completed Dates" for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified


c. ,,Expected Dates" for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project


timetables, including:'lnteragency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,


federal environmenlal studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,


project permits, etc.


d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with lmplementing Agency's


expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.


7. Warrant studies/guidance (Gheck if not applicable) Engineer's lnitials:


_/ a. For new Traffic Control Signals - an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrants 1- 9


W N/A (CA MUTCD) must be subhitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final


decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional


documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must


include the name and license number of the responsible engineer and must be attached to the


application in the "Additional Attachments" section'


8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer's Initials: f-t{
a. The text in the "Narrative Questions" in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic


and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate


b. When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for


the construction of theprimary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to


document the engineering detisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.


[icensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:


Title: r-T


Engineer License Number


Sign


Name (los{, Firsfl


Date:


Email:


Phone:


rLAN


Ey.P.03,311-


c


n112NO.


ctv\
o
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School Contact Information and 
Statements of Support 


(below) 







Contact Information for Duarte High School 
 
Bradley Patterson, Chief Facilities Officer 
Duarte Unified School District 
1620 East Huntington Drive; Duarte, CA 91010 
(626) 599-5041 
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Part G: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page


IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.


lmplementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board


The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the "lmplementing Agency" for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are


the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency's resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are


trueandcompletetothebestoftheirknowledge. Forinfrastructureprojects,theundersignedaffirmsthattheyarethemanagerof
the public cilities sible for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position


7-fl-lg
george d@ac c es s duarte. c om


For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board


(For use only when oppropriate)
The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the "lmplementing Agency" and agrees to assume the


responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they


intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer


or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency's resources and funds. They are also


affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.


Signatu re


Name:


Title:


Signatu re:


Name:


Title:


Citlt Manager


Darrcll Geo4qe


Date:


Phone:


e-mail:


Date:


Phone:


e-mail:
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School Contact Information and 
Statements of Support 


(below) 







Contact Information for California School of the Arts San Gabriel Valley 
 
Dr. William Wallace, Principal 
California School of the Arts San Gabriel Valley 
1401 Highland Avenue; Duarte, CA 91010 
(657) 321-4000  
 







 


1401 Highland Avenue, Duarte, CA  91010   |  657.321.4000   |  www.sgv.csarts.net 


 
 
May 17, 2018 
 
Ms. Susan Bransen 
Executive Director 
California Transportation Commission 
1120 N Street, MS-52 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
  
Subject: City of Duarte Pedestrian Access & Bicyclist Safety Improvements Project – Application for Active 
Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 4 Grant 
  
Dear Ms. Bransen: 
  
I am pleased to submit this letter of support for the City of Duarte’s application under the Active Transportation 
Program (ATP) Cycle 4 for the Pedestrian Access and Bicyclist Safety Improvement Program. This project will create 
safe and accessible integrated modes of transportation for our disadvantaged community that predominantly 
relies on non-motorized transportation.  
 
Pedestrian access improvements such as installation of sidewalk, pedestrian corridors, bike lanes, and landscaping 
enhancements will create shared public space for non-motorized users, thereby enhancing the safety and mobility 
of bicyclists and pedestrians. By creating more usable public space, these enhancements will increase awareness of 
non-motorized users. This network of bicycle and pedestrian routes will also connect users to the Metro Gold Line 
Station and several recreational and activity centers. Furthermore, the proposed improvements will encourage 
residents to use active transportation and reduce vehicle-related air pollution, thereby enhancing public health for 
all. 
 
As the Principal of the California School of the Arts, San Gabriel Valley (CSArts), which is located two blocks north 
on Highland from the station, this project would benefit our community tremendously.  On any given day, we have 
somewhere between 75-100 students walking from our campus on Highland to the Gold Station.  As we are a 
regional school drawing students from across the SGV, from Pasadena to Glendora and beyond, many of our 
students use the Gold Line as their primary mode of transportation to and from school.  Our students walk this 
route in the early morning before school, in the afternoon after school, and in the evening after sunset after 
completing rehearsals on campus.  CSArts supports this project because of the additional level of safety it would 
supply our students.   
  
I strongly urge you to fund this important program for the City of Duarte and support our shared goals of safe and 
sustainable active transportation in the community. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact 
me.  
 
 
Sincerely, 


 
William Wallace, Ed. D. 
Principal 
 
william.wallace@sgv.csarts.net 
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Date:


27172


Item No. Quantity Units Unit Cost Total
Item Cost % $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $25,500.00 $25,500 100% $25,500
2 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
3 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000
4 100%
5 100%


6 20000 SF $6.50 $130,000 100% $130,000
7 4000 LF $60.00 $240,000 100% $240,000
8 1 $200,000.00 $200,000 100% $200,000
9 1 $30,000.00 $30,000 100% $30,000


10 18 ramps $4,000.00 $72,000 100% $72,000
11 1 $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
12 1 $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
13 1 $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
14 20000 SF $6.50 $130,000 100% $130,000
15 4000 LF $60.00 $240,000 100% $240,000
16 1 $200,000.00 $200,000 100% $200,000
17 1 $40,000.00 $40,000 100% $40,000
18 18 ramps $4,000.00 $72,000 100% $72,000
19 3 underpasses$33,000.00 $99,000 100% $99,000
20 3 underpasses$66,666.67 $200,000 100% $200,000
21 100%
22 100%
23 100%
24 100%
25 100%


$1,773,500 $1,773,500


$1,773,500 $1,773,500


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
$100,000
$150,000
$250,000 14% 25% Max


$20,000


$20,000


$250,000 14% 15% Max 


$520,000


$2,023,500
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$2,293,500


Pedestrian Lighting (Central)


Stormwater Protection Plan


Curb and Gutter (Central)


Total Project Cost: $2,293,500


Total Project Delivery: $520,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 250,000$                                            


Total Construction Costs: $2,023,500


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 150,000$                                            
Total PE: 250,000$                                            


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 100,000$                                            


Total RW: 20,000$                                              


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: 20,000$                                              
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                        


Bike Lane/Slurry Seal/Striping (Central)


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Underpass Sidewalk Repairs
Underpass Lighting Improvements


ADA Ramps (Central)


Pedestrian Lighting (Evergreen)


4" Sidewalk (Central)


Bike Path and Pedestrian Walkway 
Pedestrian Lighting (Evergreen)


ADA Ramps (Evergreen)
Bike Lane/Slurry Seal/Striping (Evergreen)


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 4
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 7/17/18City of Duarte


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Mobilization


4" Sidewalk (Evergreen)
Curb and Gutter (Evergreen)


Item 


Block Wall Against North Side of Residences


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Project Description: Pedestrian Access and Bicyclist Safety Improvements
Duarte, California


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Dominic Milano License #:
Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


Traffic Control
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Cross Section 1: Evergreen Street 
Existing 


 
Proposed
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Cross Section 2: Central Avenue 
Existing 


 
Proposed 
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Underpass Lighting Example (Duncannon Avenue) 
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Underpass Lighting Example (Duncannon Avenue) 
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 ATP - Caltrans R/W Impact Checklist     
Required for Infrastructure Projects with Impacts to Caltrans R/W  


City of Duarte 
  
This form is a required part of the ATP project application for all candidate projects located on the Caltrans R/W, 
adjacent to the Caltrans R/W, or have any potential impacts to the Caltrans R/W.  This includes, but is not limited to, 
impacts from Caltrans required easements, Caltrans required encroachment permits, RW acquisition or utility 
relocations.  This form is intended to help the Implementing Agency consider these risks during the initial application 
process, and properly assess the needed time and cost to accomplish the task(s).   
  
To complete the form, the Implementing Agency is required to answer all questions in Part A, below.  Part B, of this 
form is to be completed by the Caltrans District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE), or their delegated staff person.  Once 
completed, the DLAE returns this form to the Implementing Agency, so they may attach the form to their ATP project 
application. A minimum of 2-weeks is required for Caltrans review.   (NOTE: If the agency submits an incomplete checklist and/or 
attachments, Caltrans will be required to return the package for correction and re-submittal.  The 2-week process will restart once the agency makes 
the corrections and resubmits.)  


PART A – Implementing Agency Section  
I. The following project information is to be completed by the Implementing Agency - prior 


to submittal:   
       (This information must be consistent with the submittal attachments)  


A. What is the total cost (all project phases) of the entire project?    __________2,293,000  dollars  
- What is the total cost of the Construction phase of the entire project?    __________2,023,000  dollars  


B. What % of the project (by area) is within Caltrans R/W?    _____20  whole number between 1 and 100  


C. What % of the project (by total project cost) is within Caltrans R/W?    _____5  whole number between 1 and 100  


D. What is the total cost (all project phases) of all the project elements within Caltrans R/W?  ___20,000  dollars  


E. To the best of your knowledge, Check all of the following                   


{x Project is not in and will not discharge into an Environmentally Sensitive Area and is not expected to 
need an EIR/EIS  


{x Project does not require R/W dedication from Caltrans  


{x Project does not require Office of Structures approval  


{x Project does not require Design Exceptions to the mandatory design standards   
(Ref: Highway Design Manual, Design Information Bulletin 78)  


{x Project does not require approval for Encroachment Exceptions   
(Ref: Encroachment Permit Manual, Chapter 300)  


F. To the best of your knowledge, list all project features and/or project elements that are expected to add 
complexity to the delivery or construction of the propose project:                   


{ _____________________________________________________________________________  


{ _____________________________________________________________________________  


{ _____________________________________________________________________________  
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{ _____________________________________________________________________________  


{ _____________________________________________________________________________  
  


II. Implementing Agency must attach to this form and verify the following:    
x  Project Location Map (Attachment C)  
x  Project Maps/Plans (Attachment D) 
x  Project Estimate (Attachment F)  
9 These documents must be consistent with (i.e. match) the Engineer’s Checklist (Attachment B)  
9 These documents must identify the limits of work within the Caltrans R/W and their estimated costs  


  
PART B – Caltrans DLAE Section  


  


1. Review the scope of the proposed project.  Does it appear consistent with Caltrans standards and/or likely to be 
approved for construction during the Oversight process?       Yes__________   (Yes/No)  


This Caltrans review does not imply approval of the project, but merely acknowledges that Caltrans District staff are aware of the 
proposed project and upon initial review the project appears to be acceptable/constructible.      


  


2. Determine the expected level of Caltrans Oversight that will be required:  
The Encroachment Permit process is described in the Encroachment Permits Manual, Chapter 100 – The Permit Functions: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/trafficops/ep/docs/Chapter_1.pdf  


 X  Encroachment Permit Oversight:  
Generally used for projects that are considered “Non-Complex” that have the following traits:   


� The total construction cost of the project within the State R/W is < $1 Million  
� Project is not Environmentally Complex (Not an EIR or EIS)  
� Project does not require R/W dedication from Caltrans or Office of Structures approval  
� Project does not require Mandatory Design Exceptions or Encroachment Exceptions  


         X      PEER Review: (Simple PR Review)  
Similar to Encroachment Permits, Peer Reviews are generally used for projects that are considered “Non-Complex”.  Peer 
Reviews are typically used for projects with a total construction cost within the State R/W is greater than $1  
Million but less than $3 Million.  


X     Capital Oversight Process Review: (Full PR Oversight Review)  
Oversight Process Reviews are generally used for projects that are considered “Complex” and/or have a total 
construction cost within the State R/W is greater than $3 Million.   
  


Caltrans District Staff expects the appropriate level of Caltrans Oversight to be:    (Circle expected level)  


 Encroachment Permit   PEER Review  Capital Oversight  


The District has made this estimation based all or partially on the following project features/elements and/or lack of detail:    
_______________________________________________________________________________________  
_______________________________________________________________________________________  
_______________________________________________________________________________________  


  


3. Approximate the expected time needed for Caltrans to complete its required oversight and the corresponding cost 
of this oversite:  


 Cooperative Agreement Processing:    ______ Months         ______ Cost     
 PA&ED:          ______ Months         ______ Cost            


PS&E:                     ______ Months         ______ Cost            
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R/W:                     ______ Months         ______ Cost            


 CON:  (After the CON allocation date)   ______ Months         ______ Cost       


 TOTAL              TBD___ Months         TBD__     Cost 
          (25% of Capital Cost within State R/W)         


¾ A revised estimation of the Caltrans review time & cost will be completed if/when the project is 
funded.    


¾ The estimated time & costs included in this form are only a rough approximation to assist local agencies 
estimate the schedule and full cost of the project in their ATP application.  This approximation does not 
limit Caltrans to increasing these estimates based on a more thorough review if the project is funded.     


¾ The review costs can range from few thousand dollars for a simple encroachment permit to 10%+ of total 
project cost for Capital Oversight projects           


  


4. How will the project be tracked by Caltrans? (Circle one of the following)           Local Assistance       or        Capital Outlay         
ATP construction projects on the State Highway System (SHS) are tracked with the Capital Outlay projects IF the following criteria 
are met:  1) If the ATP project is 50% or more on the SHS geographically (within existing or future state R/W) AND 2) if the 
construction phase is $1 million or more.             
  


5. Caltrans Responsible Reviewers:  
  
DLAE concurrence is expected for all completed Caltrans R/W Impact Checklists:  
  
DLAE Name: Steve Novotny______________________    Date: July 27, 2018_________  


  
Optional Comments:    
_______________________________________________________________________________________  
_______________________________________________________________________________________  
_______________________________________________________________________________________  


  
The District Traffic manager (or other manager as appropriate) concurrence is expected for any project that is 
expected to impact the state highway right-of-way and has the potential to negatively affect the safety or 
operations of the facility.     


¾ This Caltrans review does not imply approval of the project, but merely acknowledges that Caltrans District staff 
is aware of the proposed project, and that, upon initial review, the overall-project appears to be acceptable.      


  
Name: _________________    Division/Office: _________________    Phone_______________     Date: _________  
  


Optional Comments:    
_______________________________________________________________________________________  
_______________________________________________________________________________________  
_______________________________________________________________________________________  


  
When needed, provide the other District reviewers that participated in the completion of the Checklists:  
  


Name: _________________    Division/Office: _________________    Phone_______________     Date: _________  
  


Optional Comments:    
_______________________________________________________________________________________  
_______________________________________________________________________________________  
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Letters of Support 
(below) 







 
 
 
July 17, 2018 


Ms. Laurie Berman 
Director 
California Department of Transportation  
1120 N Street, MS 49 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE: Letter of Support for Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 4 Application  


Dear Director Berman: 


The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) supports the Active 


Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 4 funding request for the Duarte Active Transportation Safety 


Project in the City of Duarte.  


We are committed to promoting sustainable transportation through the implementation of policies, 


programs, and projects that increase safety and mobility, enhance public health, and help achieve 


greenhouse gas reduction goals across all of our communities. Active transportation is key to 


achieving these outcomes.  


In furthering these regional goals, we have developed multiple initiatives and programs to address 


issues associated with bicycling and walking trips, including the Active Transportation Strategic Plan, 


Complete Streets Policy, Countywide Sustainability Planning Policy, First/Last Mile Strategic Plan, Safe 


Routes to School Pilot Program, and our 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan (2009 LRTP). We 


implement these policies as part of a larger regional effort to support the Southern California 


Association of Governments’ 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 


Strategy (2016 RTP/SCS) which identifies active transportation as key to addressing Southern 


California’s mobility challenges. 


This project is consistent with the 2009 LRTP and the 2016 RTP/SCS, as well as the shared priorities 


and goals of our agency and the ATP. We endorse the efforts and contribution of the City of Duarte 


towards a sustainable transportation future, and respectfully request a favorable consideration of this 


project for ATP funding. 


Sincerely, 


 


 


Phillip A. Washington 
Chief Executive Officer







 


1401 Highland Avenue, Duarte, CA  91010   |  657.321.4000   |  www.sgv.csarts.net 


 
 
May 17, 2018 
 
Ms. Susan Bransen 
Executive Director 
California Transportation Commission 
1120 N Street, MS-52 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
  
Subject: City of Duarte Pedestrian Access & Bicyclist Safety Improvements Project – Application for Active 
Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 4 Grant 
  
Dear Ms. Bransen: 
  
I am pleased to submit this letter of support for the City of Duarte’s application under the Active Transportation 
Program (ATP) Cycle 4 for the Pedestrian Access and Bicyclist Safety Improvement Program. This project will create 
safe and accessible integrated modes of transportation for our disadvantaged community that predominantly 
relies on non-motorized transportation.  
 
Pedestrian access improvements such as installation of sidewalk, pedestrian corridors, bike lanes, and landscaping 
enhancements will create shared public space for non-motorized users, thereby enhancing the safety and mobility 
of bicyclists and pedestrians. By creating more usable public space, these enhancements will increase awareness of 
non-motorized users. This network of bicycle and pedestrian routes will also connect users to the Metro Gold Line 
Station and several recreational and activity centers. Furthermore, the proposed improvements will encourage 
residents to use active transportation and reduce vehicle-related air pollution, thereby enhancing public health for 
all. 
 
As the Principal of the California School of the Arts, San Gabriel Valley (CSArts), which is located two blocks north 
on Highland from the station, this project would benefit our community tremendously.  On any given day, we have 
somewhere between 75-100 students walking from our campus on Highland to the Gold Station.  As we are a 
regional school drawing students from across the SGV, from Pasadena to Glendora and beyond, many of our 
students use the Gold Line as their primary mode of transportation to and from school.  Our students walk this 
route in the early morning before school, in the afternoon after school, and in the evening after sunset after 
completing rehearsals on campus.  CSArts supports this project because of the additional level of safety it would 
supply our students.   
  
I strongly urge you to fund this important program for the City of Duarte and support our shared goals of safe and 
sustainable active transportation in the community. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact 
me.  
 
 
Sincerely, 


 
William Wallace, Ed. D. 
Principal 
 
william.wallace@sgv.csarts.net 
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May 20, 2018 


 


 


  


Ms. Susan Bransen 


Executive Director 


California Transportation Commission 


1120 N Street, MS-52 


Sacramento, CA 95814 


  


Subject: City of Duarte Pedestrian Access & Bicyclist Safety Improvements Project – 


Application for Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 4 Grant 


  


Dear Ms. Bransen: 


  


I am pleased to submit this letter of support for the City of Duarte’s application under the 


Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 4 for the Pedestrian Access and Bicyclist 


Safety Improvement Program. This project will create safe and accessible integrated modes 


of transportation for our disadvantaged community that predominantly relies on non-


motorized transportation.  


 


Pedestrian access improvements such as installation of sidewalk, pedestrian corridors, bike 


lanes, and landscaping enhancements will create shared public space for non-motorized 


users, thereby enhancing the safety and mobility of bicyclists and pedestrians. By creating 


more usable public space, these enhancements will increase awareness of non-motorized 


users. This network of bicycle and pedestrian routes will also connect users to the Metro 


Gold Line Station and several recreational and activity centers. Furthermore, the proposed 


improvements will encourage residents to use active transportation and reduce vehicle-


related air pollution, thereby enhancing public health for all. 


 


As an advocate for businesses, and an organization that hears a lot of opinions from the 


community, the Duarte Chamber of Commerce is keenly aware of the obstacles for safe 


pedestrian access. It has a direct impact on customers getting to businesses. Since the 


opening of the Gold Line, there has been a resurgence of walking in our community. 


Unfortunately, in this target area it is not safe given the increased motor vehicle traffic and 


lack of ADA accessibility. Should the project be funded, the Chamber will assist in 


spreading the word through our community paper and social media.   


  


I strongly urge you to fund this important program for the City of Duarte and support our 


shared goals of safe and sustainable active transportation in the community. If you have any 


questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 626-357-3333 or 


sheryl@duartechamber.com.  


  


Sincerely, 


 


 


 


Sheryl Lefmann 


President/CEO  


 


cc: Craig Hensley, City of Duarte Community Development Director  


 


 



mailto:sheryl@duartechamber.com
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June 20, 2018 


  


Ms. Susan Bransen 


Executive Director 


California Transportation Commission 


1120 N Street, MS-52 


Sacramento, CA 95814 


  


Subject: City of Duarte Pedestrian Access & Bicyclist Safety Improvements Project – 


Application for Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 4 Grant 


  


Dear Ms. Bransen: 


  


On behalf of the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments (SGVCOG), I am pleased to submit 


this letter of support for the City of Duarte’s application under the Active Transportation Program 


(ATP) Cycle 4 for the Pedestrian Access and Bicyclist Safety Improvement Program. This project 


will create safe and accessible integrated modes of transportation for our disadvantaged 


community that predominantly relies on non-motorized transportation.  


 


Street improvements such as curb extensions, installation of signage, and landscaping 


enhancements will calm traffic and create shared public space for non-motorized users, thereby 


enhancing the safety and mobility of bicyclists and pedestrians. By creating more usable public 


space and forcing motorists to reduce their speed along the residential, commercial, and school 


routes, these enhancements will increase awareness to share the roads and public spaces with 


non-motorized users. This network of bicycle and pedestrian routes will also connect users to the 


Duarte/City of Hope Metro Gold Line Station and several recreational and activity centers. 


Furthermore, the proposed improvements will encourage residents to utilize active transportation 


and reduce vehicle-related air pollution, thereby enhancing and improving public health for all in 


the City of Duarte and its adjacent communities. 


 


One of the five main Strategic Plan priorities of the SGVCOG is promoting and improving access 


to active transportation by fostering the creation of a regional active transportation network which 


increase safety for bicyclists and pedestrians. The San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 


strongly supports any program, project, or initiative which promotes our Strategic Plan’s active 


transportation network goals, and the Pedestrian Access & Bicyclist Safety Improvements Project 


that is being proposed by the City of Duarte, which one of our member cities, will certainly do 


just that. 


 


I strongly urge you to fund this important program for the City of Duarte and support our shared 


goals of safe and sustainable active transportation in the community. If you have any questions 


regarding our organization or our Strategic Plan goals, please do not hesitate to contact me. Our 


office phone number is (626) 457-1800. 


  


Sincerely, 


 
Marisa Creter 


Executive Director 


San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
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June 5, 2018


Ms. Susan Bransen
Executive Director
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, MS-52
Sacramento, CA 95814


Subject: Gity of Duarte Pedestrian Access & Bicyclist Safety lmprovements Project - Application for
Active Transportation Program (ATP) Gycle 4 Grant


Dear Ms. Bransen


I am pleased to submit this letter of support for the City of Duarte's application under the Active Transportation


Program (ATP) Cycle 4 for the Pedestrian Access and Bicyclist Safety lmprovement Program. This project will


create safe and accessible integrated modes of transportation for our disadvantaged community that


predominantly relies on non-motorized transportation.


Pedestrian access improvements such as installation of sidewalk, pedestrian corridors, bike lanes, and


landscaping enhancements will create shared public space for non-motorized users, thereby enhancing the


safety and mobility of bicyclists and pedestrians. By creating more usable public space, these enhancements


will increase awareness of non-motorized users. This network of bicycle and pedestrian routes will also


connect users to the Metro Gold Line Station and several recreational and activity centers. Furthermore, the


proposed improvements will encourage residents to use active transportation and reduce vehicle-related air


pollution, thereby enhancing public health for all.


As a member of the community, I have a great interest in the health and safety of our community residents. I


am also a walker and having safe paths and routes are important to me. lt not only encourages people to stay


active, it also motivates people to get to know each other better as oppose to staying indoors. Unfortunately,


we only have one existing trail (located on the north end of town) which has become both popular and


crowded.


I strongly urge you to fund this important program for the City of Duarte and support our shared goals of safe


and sustainable active transportation in the community. lf you have any questions, please do not hesitate to


contact by calling my cell phone (626) 806-6841.


Sincerely,


Steve Hernandez
Resident of Duarte











Lupe Valerio
2068 Wesleygrove Avenue


Duarte, CA 91010
June 6,2018


Ms. Susan Bransen
Executive Director
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, MS-52
Sacramento, CA 95814


Subject: Gity of Duarte Pedestrian Access & Bicyclist Safety lmprovements Project -
Application for Active Transportation Program (ATP) Gycle 4 Grant


Dear Ms. Bransen


I am pleased to submit this letter of support for the City of Duarte's application under the Active
Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 4 for the Pedestrian Access and Bicyclist Safety
lmprovement Program. This project will create safe and accessible integrated modes of
transportation for our disadvantaged community that predominantly relies on non-motorized
transportation.


Pedestrian access improvements such as installation of sidewalk, pedestrian corridors, bike


lanes, and landscaping enhancements will create shared public space for non-motorized users,


thereby enhancing the safety and mobility of bicyclists and pedestrians. By creating more
usable public space, these enhancements will increase awareness of non-motorized users. This
network of bicycle and pedestrian routes will also connect users to the Metro Gold Line Station


and several recreational and activity centers. Furthermore, the proposed improvements will
encourage residents to use active transportation and reduce vehicle-related air pollution,


thereby enhancing public health for all.


As a local resident of 26 years, active volunteer, Duarte Education Foundation Board Member,


and DUSD Measure E Committee Member, I strongly support this project because I recognize
the need for improved pedestrian access in our community. ln addition, if this project is funded, I


will commit to continuing the promotion and advocacy for safe and accessible modes of
transportation and am open to being more involved if called upon.


I strongly urge you to fund this important program for the City of Duarte and support our shared
goals of safe and sustainable active transportation in the community. lf you have any questions,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (626)353-9411 or valeriolupeOl@smail.com.


S


upe Valerio
Community Volunteer/Local Resident
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Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project – Central Ave 
 


 
 


Facing east; at Central Ave & 
Bradbury Ave 


 
South sidewalk is narrow and 
contains many obstacles. 


Facing east; sidewalk condition on 
south side of Central Ave just east 


of Bradbury Ave 
 


Sidewalk is narrow, in poor 
condition, and contains obstacles. 


Facing south; pedestrian bridge 
over 210 FWY on south side of 


Central Ave just east of Bradbury 
Ave 
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Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project – Central Ave 
 


 
 


Facing east; sidewalk condition on 
south side of Central Ave just west 


of Buena Vista St 
 


Sidewalk conditions are poor. 


Facing east; sidewalk condition on 
south side of Central Ave just east 


of Buena Vista St 
 


Sidewalk is missing segments and 
contains obstacles that force 


pedestrians to enter the roadway 
in order to navigate. 


Facing east; street condition at 
south side of Central Ave; 210 FWY 
west bound exit seen at right side 
of image; just east of Buena Vista 


St 
 


ADA ramp to/from crosswalk leads 
to missing sidewalk segment 


containing overgrowth and other 
obstacles. 
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Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project – Central Ave 
 


 
 


Facing east; sidewalk condition on 
south side of Central Ave just east 
of Buena Vista St and 210 FWY 


west bound exit 
 


Missing sidewalk segment. 


Facing east; street condition at 
Central Ave and Duncannon Ave 
with Duarte High School seen at 


left of image 
 
 


Facing east; street condition on 
south side of Central Ave, just east 


of Duncannon Ave 
 


Sidewalk is in poor repair and 
contains obstacles and other 


hazards. 
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Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project – Central Ave 
 


 
 


Facing northeast; street condition 
adjacent to Duarte High School on 


north side of Central Ave 


Facing east; street condition on 
south side of Central Ave, just 


west of Highland Ave 
 


Sidewalk is in poor repair and 
contains obstacles. 


Facing northeast; street condition 
adjacent to Northview Park, just 


west of Highland Ave 
 


Sidewalk is in poor repair and 
contains obstacles. 
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Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project – Central Ave 
 


 
 


Facing west; at Central Ave & 
Highland Ave 
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Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project – Evergreen St 
 


 
 


 


Facing east; at Evergreen St & 
Buena Vista St; 210 FWY east 


bound entrance at left of image 
 


This corridor could be improved to 
connect proposed bicycle and 


pedestrian facilities on Evergreen 
St. to Buena Vista St. 


Facing east; alleyway between 
Buena Vista St and Brightside Ave; 
210 FWY east bound entrance at 
left of image; alley opens onto 


Evergreen St 
 


Currently, the alleyway is in poor 
condition and contains obstacles. 


Facing west; alleyway between 
Buena Vista St and Brightside Ave 
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Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project – Evergreen St 
 


 
 


 


Facing west; looking onto alleyway 
from Brightside Ave and Evergreen 


St 


Facing west; sidewalk condition on 
north side of Evergreen St at 


Brightside Ave 


Facing west; street condition on 
north side of Evergreen St at 


Cotter Ave 
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Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project – Evergreen St 
 


 
 


 


Facing west; street condition on 
north side of Evergreen St at 


Fairdale Ave; Duarte Transit Green 
Route stop seen in middle of 


image 
 


Sidewalk is missing large segments 
and contains obstacles even at 
existing transit stop locations. 
Opposite side of the street does 


not have sidewalks. 


Facing northwest; Duarte Transit 
Green Route stop on north side of 


Evergreen St at Fairdale Ave 


Facing west; street condition on 
north side of Evergreen St at 


Glenford Ave 
 


No sidewalk. Opposite side of 
street also does not contain 


sidewalks. 
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Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project – Evergreen St 
 


 
 


 


Facing west; street condition on 
north side of Evergreen St at 


Highland Ave 
 


No sidewalk. Opposite side of 
street also does not contain 


sidewalks. 


Facing northwest; street condition 
on north side of Evergreen St at 


Highland Ave 
 


No sidewalk. Opposite side of 
street also does not contain 


sidewalks. 


Facing west; street condition at 
Evergreen St and Highland Ave 


 
No sidewalk. Opposite side of the 


street also does not contain 
sidewalks. 
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Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project – Underpasses 


 


Buena Vista St & Evergreen St 
underpass 


 
Underpass is unlit and contains 


narrow sidewalks. 


Duncannon Ave & Evergreen St 
underpass 


 
Underpass is unlit. 


Highland Ave & Evergreen St 
underpass 


 
Underpass is unlit. 
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		Underpasses
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City of Duarte // ATP Cycle 4 // July 2018 
Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project 
Part B Q3 A: TIMS ATP Summary and Results 


Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project – Part B Q3 A: TIMS ATP Summary and Results 
 


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 


TIMS ATP Tool Summary and Results 
(below) 







1/7https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/


2018/07/23 TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System


ATP Maps & Summary Data
The tool is designed to support the California Active Transportation Program
(ATP), as well as active transportation users and practitioners throughout
California. The tool utilizes interactive collision maps to allow users to track and
document pedestrian and bicycle collisions and generate data summaries within
specified project and/or community limits.


Step 1: Select a County/City, Bike/Ped, Severity, and Years


County: Los Angeles


City: Duarte


Include State Highway Related Collisions: Yes


Involved With: Pedestrian and Bicycle


Collision Severity: Fatal, Severe Injury, Other Visible Injury, and Complaint of Pain


Year: 2007 - 2017


Collision Summary for initial parameters defined above:


Number of Collisions by Collision Severity


Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total


Bicycle 1 3 16 29 49


Pedestrian 6 8 18 18 50







2/7https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/


2018/07/23 TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System


County/City Heat Map:
Step 2: Identify your project area to develop a more localized Community
 Heat Map
Select the size of your proposed project limits: Less than 3 miles across.







3/7https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/


2018/07/23 TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System


Community Heat Map:


Step 3: Draw the project boundaries to get detailed collision data
 summaries and map







4/7https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/
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Project Area Collision Map: 50 total collisions.


Step 4: Review the project-specific collision map
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Step 5: Review the collision summary data, graphs and tables provided.


Summary Results


Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total


Bicycle 0 2 7 15 24


Pedestrian 4 5 10 7 26







Collision List


Case ID Date Time Primary Secondary Distance Direction Bike Ped
3062374 02/22/2007 20:25 DUARTE RD BRADBURY ST 60.00 E No Yes


3164313 05/10/2007 14:07 HIGHLAND AV HUNTINGTON DR 254.00 S Yes No


3442193 11/08/2007 15:13 HIGHLAND AV HUNTINGTON DR 265.00 S Yes No


3598319 01/29/2008 14:25 DUARTE RD EARLINGTON AV 14.00 E Yes No


3757417 05/13/2008 15:32 BUENA VISTA ST DUARTE RD 28.00 S No Yes


4033378 01/20/2009 14:25 HUNTINGTON DR BUENA VISTA ST 435.00 E Yes No


4172900 03/20/2009 07:55 BUENA VISTA ST EVERGREEN ST 0.00 - Yes No


4510587 12/23/2009 18:13 DUARTE RD BUENA VISTA ST 0.00 - No Yes


4612624 02/01/2010 20:09 BROADLAND AV DUARTE RD 0.00 - Yes No


4782879 06/09/2010 11:52 BUSINESS CENTE... HIGHLAND AV 0.00 - No Yes


4859399 08/23/2010 22:12 HUNTINGTON DR BRADBURY AV 324.00 E No Yes


4920763 10/19/2010 07:55 CENTRAL AV DUNCANNON AV 8.00 E No Yes


4980275 10/23/2010 16:04 DUARTE RD EARLINGTON AV 0.00 - Yes No


4990418 11/06/2010 12:02 HUNTINGTON DR HIGHLAND AV 53.00 W No Yes


4926300 11/23/2010 17:22 HUNTINGTON DR POPS RD 145.00 E No Yes


4984556 12/13/2010 16:05 HUNTINGTON DR COTTER AV 10.00 W Yes No


5109012 03/21/2011 11:25 HUNTINGTON DR COTTER AV 66.00 W No Yes


5208366 05/25/2011 17:00 HUNTINGTON DR BRYCEDALE AV 210.00 W Yes No


5227100 06/13/2011 07:45 HIGHLAND AV HUNTINGTON DR 508.00 S Yes No


5315865 09/03/2011 12:20 DELFORD AV DUARTE RD 0.00 - Yes No


5338295 10/08/2011 02:30 HUNTINGTON DR HIGHLAND AV 75.00 E No Yes


5535563 02/21/2012 11:00 HUNTINGTON DR BRYCEDALE AV 319.00 W Yes No


5797622 08/19/2012 11:00 HUNTINGTON DR BRYCEDALE AV 460.00 W Yes No


5881222 12/04/2012 14:35 HUNTINGTON DR POPS RD 183.00 W Yes No


5910083 03/15/2013 06:05 HUNTINGTON DR OAK AV 2.70 W No Yes


6215873 09/23/2013 18:10 HUNTINGTON DR BUENA VISTA ST 630.00 W Yes No


6326148 12/20/2013 16:25 BUENA VISTA ST DUARTE RD 30.00 S Yes No


6418873 03/12/2014 15:49 EVERGREEN AV BROADLAND AV 0.00 - No Yes


6572732 07/07/2014 21:20 HUNTINGTON DR BUENA VISTA ST 59.00 E No Yes


6632268 09/02/2014 14:08 BUENA VISTA ST HUNTINGTON DR 0.00 - No Yes


6708435 11/03/2014 17:45 BUENA VISTA ST HUNTINGTON DR 153.00 S Yes No


6799730 01/10/2015 17:57 BUENA VISTA ST HUNTINGTON DR 150.00 N Yes No


6799574 01/14/2015 17:55 HUNTINGTON DR OAK AV 60.00 E No Yes


6292337 03/30/2015 01:32 RT 210 HIGHLAND AV 324.00 W No Yes


7103406 09/24/2015 08:56 BUENA VISTA ST HUNTINGTON DR 24.00 S Yes No


7130934 10/29/2015 21:22 BUENA VISTA ST HUNTINGTON DR 60.00 N Yes No


7171506 01/15/2016 18:50 HIGHLAND AV HUNTINGTON DR 143.00 S Yes No


7203491 02/17/2016 19:20 HUNTINGTON DR BUENA VISTA AV 0.00 - No Yes


8301664 01/19/2017 11:50 HUNTINGTON DR BUENA VISTA ST 0.00 - No Yes


8367879 05/09/2017 15:15 CENTRAL AV DUNCANNON AV 200.00 E No Yes


8407735 07/02/2017 08:32 CENTRAL AV HIGHLAND AV 390.00 W No Yes


8433564 08/03/2017 13:15 HUNTINGTON DR BRADBURY AV 584.00 E Yes No


8486537 10/14/2017 17:01 HUNTINGTON DR BUENA VISTA ST 13.00 E No Yes


8545446 12/03/2017 20:10 COTTER AV EVERGREEN ST 154.00 S No Yes


4920763 10/19/2010 07:55 CENTRAL AV DUNCANNON AV 8.00 E No Yes


8367879 05/09/2017 15:15 CENTRAL AV DUNCANNON AV 200.00 E No Yes


8407735 07/02/2017 08:32 CENTRAL AV HIGHLAND AV 390.00 W No Yes


4172900 03/20/2009 07:55 BUENA VISTA ST EVERGREEN ST 0.00 - Yes No


4172900 03/20/2009 07:55 BUENA VISTA ST EVERGREEN ST 0.00 - Yes No
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Case ID Date Time Primary Secondary Distance Direction Bike Ped
4920763 10/19/2010 07:55 CENTRAL AV DUNCANNON AV 8.00 E No Yes
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WHY BIKE OR 
WALK?


• Improves your health
• Supports a strong economy
• Saves you time
• More efficient use of street 


space
• Provides affordable 


transportation option
• Does not pollute the air
• Helps create livable 


communities







WHY DUARTE?
• Promotes physical and mental health, and air quality 


improvements







WHY DUARTE?
• Improves and supports multi-modal transportation 


that allows people of any age or ability to be 
comfortable driving, walking, biking, or using transit.







WHY DUARTE?
• Compliments current and future development activity 


that promotes alternative modes of transportation.
• Helps inform and educate motorists about bicyclist 


ability to use roadways too.







SHARED USE PATHS (CLASS-I)


• Provides a completely separated 
right-of-way for the exclusive use of 
bicycles and pedestrians 


• Minimum paved width for two-
way: 8 feet, 10 feet preferred


• Minimum paved width for one-
way: 5 feet 


• In general, Class I bike paths 
need to meet ADA design 
criteria when they function as 
the pedestrian facility







BIKE LANES (CLASS-II)


• Provides a striped lane for one-way 
bike travel.


• Adjacent to on-street parking –
5 feet wide


• Wider bike lanes may be 
appropriate: adjacent to parking 
lane, areas with high bicycle 
use, high-speed/high-volume 
roadways


• Maximum bike lane width: 7-8 
feet







• Provides for shared use with 
pedestrian or motor vehicle traffic. 
Bike routes are marked with signs and 
/or sharrows.


• Established along through routes not 
served by bike paths or bike lanes, or 
to connect discontinuous segments of 
bikeway (normally bike lanes)


BIKE ROUTES (CLASS-III)







BIKE BOULEVARDS


• Collection of treatments
• Wayfinding
• Traffic calming
• Volume management
• Crossing treatments
• Green infrastructure
• Traffic control adjustments
• Route planning


Palo Alto, CA


Berkeley, CA







DRAFT BICYCLE NETWORK MAP







DRAFT SAFE ROUTES TO TRANSIT PLAN







PUBLIC INPUT 
WHAT DO YOU THINK?


• Is there any part of the proposed network map that you 
would change and why?


If you think a street should not contain a bicycle facility where 
one is proposed, please suggest an alternate route for 
consideration.


• If you think there is a gap in the Bicycle Plan or Safe Routes 
to Transit Plan Network, please suggest a route that fills the 
gap.







STATION BREAKOUTS
• Visit each station
• Learn about the project
• Ask questions
• Provide comments


• Station #1:  Gold Line Safe Routes to Transit Plan
• Station #2:  Bikeway Types 
• Station #3: Draft Planned Bikeways







BICYCLE MASTER PLAN & 
SAFE ROUTES TO TRANSIT PLAN
NEXT STEPS


City Council


January 12, 2016 (Tentative)


Traffic Safety Commission


December 1, 2015


Open House and Online Survey Feedback


Survey Closes November 6, 2015







BICYCLE MASTER PLAN & 
SAFE ROUTES TO TRANSIT PLAN


• Review the Draft Plan:


Visit: www.accessduarte.com


• Comments or Questions on the Draft Plan:


deoff@accessduarte.com
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City of Duarte  
Bikeway Master Plan Update 


Public Open House & Online Survey Results 


 
PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE 
DATE: Wednesday, October 28, 2015 
ATTENDANCE: 19 


 


Attendees 
Bill Shieff Carlyn Lee 
Roy Kohl John C. Gouria 
Hal John Anne Wilkins 
Jim K. Nancy Knight 


Armond Morad Steve Hernandez 
Yesenia Sirena Bryan Zaragoza 


Amy Wong Manuel Peru 
John Fasing K. Sadek 
Lupe Valerio Jim Dinsmore 


Liz Reilly  


 


General Comments/Suggestions for Biking & Transit in Duarte 
Support Class IV as a type of bicycle facility. Plenty of signage to begin the 
transition of bike transportation. 
Class IV along Duarte Road. Separate parking for bikers. Make bike lanes that 
are safe for our youth.  
More bicycle parking near stores and bus stops.  


 


 


 


 


 







ONLINE SURVEY 
via SurveyMonkey.com 


 


QUESTION 1 


How would you describe yourself? (check all that apply) 


Answer Options 
Response 


Count 
Response 
Percent 


I am a resident of Duarte 32 60% 
I work in Duarte 6 11% 
I am a parent / guardian of a child who 
attends school in Duarte 


6 11% 


I am a student who attends school in 
Duarte 


0 0% 


I live in a neighboring City 12 23% 
I am a pass-through bicycle rider 21 40% 
I am a pass-through driver 10 19% 
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QUESTION 2 


If you ride a bicycle, why do you ride? (check all that apply) 


Answer Options 
Response 


Count 
Response 
Percent 


For recreation / exercise (road biking) 36 68% 
For recreation / exercise (mountain biking) 14 26% 
For environmental reasons 14 26% 
To get to shopping or other destinations 13 25% 
To get to work 9 17% 
To get to school 2 4% 
To get to transit 11 21% 
I don't bike 8 15% 
I don't bike but want to 5 9% 
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QUESTION 3 


What type of bicycle rider are you? 


Answer Options 
Response 
Percent 


Response 
Count 


Strong & Fearless. Bicycling is a strong part of your 
identity and you are generally undeterred by poor 
roadway conditions. 


14% 7 


Enthused & Confident. You are comfortable sharing 
the roadway with automobile traffic, but prefer to 
do so operating on bicycle facilities such as bicycle 
lanes and boulevards. 


55% 27 


Interested but Concerned. You are curious about 
bicycling and enjoy riding a bicycle, but do not 
want to ride in the presence of motor vehicles. 


33% 16 


No way no how. You are currently not interested in 
bicycling at all due to inability or lack of interest, 
regardless of the facilities provided. 


8% 4 
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QUESTION 4 


In a typical week, how many days do you ride your bicycle in Duarte? 


Answer 
Options 


Response 
Percent 


0 29% 
1 22% 
2 18% 
3 16% 
4 8% 
5+ 8% 
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QUESTION 5 


How do you feel about the following types of bicycling conditions in Duarte? 


Answer 
Options 


Love It Like It Don't Care Dislike It Hate It 


Off-Street 
Paved Bicycle 
Paths 


37 10 2 2 0 


Off-Street 
Unpaved 
Surface Trails 


14 17 14 4 1 


On-Street 
Bicycle Lanes, 
separated by 
roadway 
striping only 


11 27 2 6 3 


On-Street 
Protected 
Bicycle Lanes, 
separated by 
roadway 
striping and 
planters, curbs, 
or bollards 


31 12 1 2 5 


On-Street Two-
Way Cycle 
Track, allowing 
for bicycles to 
travel in both 
directions on 
one side of the 
road, separated 
by roadway 
striping 


16 12 8 7 8 


 


 







Answer 
Options 


Love It Like It Don't Care Dislike It Hate It 


On-Street 
Bicycle Routes, 
designated 
with signs 
only, sharing 
space with 
other vehicles 


4 4 9 26 7 


On-street 
Bicycle Routes, 
designated 
with signs and 
shared lane 
markings, 
sharing space 
with other 
vehicles 


7 7 9 21 6 


On-street 
Bicycle 
Boulevards 
(Streets with 
low traffic 
volumes and 
low vehicle 
speeds that are 
optimized for 
easy bicycle 
travel) 


16 11 7 11 5 


 


 


 


 


 







QUESTION 6 


When riding your bike in Duarte, which destinations are you most likely to bike to? 


Answer Options 
Response 


Count 
Response 
Percent 


San Gabriel River Trail 34 71% 
Encanto Park 26 54% 
The Future Duarte Gold Line Station 18 38% 
Royal Oaks recreational Trail 17 35% 
Royal Oaks Park 15 31% 
Shopping on Huntington Drive 12 25% 
City of Hope 9 19% 
Other Parks or Playfields 9 19% 
Duarte Sports Park 8 17% 
Other 8 17% 
Friend or Family Member's House 7 15% 
City Hall / Fitness Center 6 13% 
Local bus stop 6 13% 
Duarte High School 4 8% 
Gordon Sports Park / Andres Duarte 
Elementary 


4 8% 


Royal Oaks Elementary 3 6% 
Valley View Park 2 4% 
Church 2 4% 


Other 
Northview High School 
Royal Oaks Trail 
Rio Hondo Trail 
Neighborhood Riding 
None, I just ride around aimlessly 
Walmart/Home Depot  
YMCA 
Duarte Nissan 


 


 







QUESTION 7 


When riding your bike in Duarte, are you mostly staying within the City or passing 
through? 


Answer Options 
Response 
Percent 


Response 
Count 


I mostly stay within the City of Duarte 58% 26 
I usually just pass through the City of Duarte 44% 20 
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QUESTION 8 


When you are driving in Duarte, which of the following pose the greatest problems 
or concerns? (check all that apply) 


Rank Answer Options 
Response 


Count 
Response 
Percent 


 1 Lack of separate bike lanes or paths 31 59% 


 2 
Multiple / large groups of bicyclist riding side-
by-side in the road and slowing down traffic 26 49% 


 3 Bicyclist running / disobeying stop signs 26 49% 


 4 
Unpredictable bicyclist behavior / weaving 
and/or turning without signaling 


23 43% 


 5 Bicyclists riding against traffic 21 40% 


 6 Bicyclist parking (large groups of bicyclist 
gathering in parks or parking lots) 


8 15% 


 7 No concerns 5 9% 
 


 


QUESTION 9 


When you are bicycling in Duarte, which of the following pose the greatest problems 
or concerns? (check all that apply) 


Rank Answer Options 
Response 


Count 
Response 
Percent 


1  Distracted driving (texting, phone use, etc.) 36 74% 
 2 Drivers passing too closely 31 63% 
 3 Drivers driving too fast 29 59% 
 4 Rude or aggressive driver behavior 25 51% 
 5 Drivers parking in bike travel paths 18 37% 


 6 Drivers not signaling turns or stopping 
completely 


17 35% 


 7 No concerns 4 8% 
 8 Other (please specify) 4 8% 


 







QUESTION 10 


Identify which Duarte roadways and intersections you feel are challenging for 
bicyclists. 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


QUESTION 10 


Which streets, destinations or neighborhoods in Duarte do you feel should have new 
or improved bike facilities? 


Rank Answer Options 
Response 


Count 
1 Duarte Road 6 
2 Huntington Drive 5 
3 Encanto Parkway 4 
4 Royal Oaks Drive 4 
5 None 2 
6 Highland Avenue 1 


 


 


  


 


Rank Answer Options Response 
Count 


1 Royal Oaks Drive 12 
2 Huntington Drive 6 
3 Duarte Road 3 
4 Encanto Parkway 3 
5 Vineyard Avenue 1 







QUESTION 12 


Please identify locations that you feel would benefit from new or additional bicycle 
parking (racks or storage): 


Rank Answer Options 
Response 


Count 
1 Shopping/Business Center 8 
2 Parks 5 
3 Duarte Gold Line Station 3 
4 Schools 2 
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Bicycle Master Plan & Safe Routes to Transit Plan 


Public Open House Presentation 
(below) 















WHY BIKE OR 
WALK?


• Improves your health
• Supports a strong economy
• Saves you time
• More efficient use of street 


space
• Provides affordable 


transportation option
• Does not pollute the air
• Helps create livable 


communities







WHY DUARTE?
• Promotes physical and mental health, and air quality 


improvements







WHY DUARTE?
• Improves and supports multi-modal transportation 


that allows people of any age or ability to be 
comfortable driving, walking, biking, or using transit.







WHY DUARTE?
• Compliments current and future development activity 


that promotes alternative modes of transportation.
• Helps inform and educate motorists about bicyclist 


ability to use roadways too.







SHARED USE PATHS (CLASS-I)


• Provides a completely separated 
right-of-way for the exclusive use of 
bicycles and pedestrians 


• Minimum paved width for two-
way: 8 feet, 10 feet preferred


• Minimum paved width for one-
way: 5 feet 


• In general, Class I bike paths 
need to meet ADA design 
criteria when they function as 
the pedestrian facility







BIKE LANES (CLASS-II)


• Provides a striped lane for one-way 
bike travel.


• Adjacent to on-street parking –
5 feet wide


• Wider bike lanes may be 
appropriate: adjacent to parking 
lane, areas with high bicycle 
use, high-speed/high-volume 
roadways


• Maximum bike lane width: 7-8 
feet







• Provides for shared use with 
pedestrian or motor vehicle traffic. 
Bike routes are marked with signs and 
/or sharrows.


• Established along through routes not 
served by bike paths or bike lanes, or 
to connect discontinuous segments of 
bikeway (normally bike lanes)


BIKE ROUTES (CLASS-III)







BIKE BOULEVARDS


• Collection of treatments
• Wayfinding
• Traffic calming
• Volume management
• Crossing treatments
• Green infrastructure
• Traffic control adjustments
• Route planning


Palo Alto, CA


Berkeley, CA







DRAFT BICYCLE NETWORK MAP







DRAFT SAFE ROUTES TO TRANSIT PLAN







PUBLIC INPUT 
WHAT DO YOU THINK?


• Is there any part of the proposed network map that you 
would change and why?


If you think a street should not contain a bicycle facility where 
one is proposed, please suggest an alternate route for 
consideration.


• If you think there is a gap in the Bicycle Plan or Safe Routes 
to Transit Plan Network, please suggest a route that fills the 
gap.







STATION BREAKOUTS
• Visit each station
• Learn about the project
• Ask questions
• Provide comments


• Station #1:  Gold Line Safe Routes to Transit Plan
• Station #2:  Bikeway Types 
• Station #3: Draft Planned Bikeways







BICYCLE MASTER PLAN & 
SAFE ROUTES TO TRANSIT PLAN
NEXT STEPS


City Council


January 12, 2016 (Tentative)


Traffic Safety Commission


December 1, 2015


Open House and Online Survey Feedback


Survey Closes November 6, 2015







BICYCLE MASTER PLAN & 
SAFE ROUTES TO TRANSIT PLAN


• Review the Draft Plan:


Visit: www.accessduarte.com


• Comments or Questions on the Draft Plan:


deoff@accessduarte.com





		Part B Q1 C - Documentation

		Duarte_BMP_SR2T_OpenHouse










Cathleen Calderon <cathleen@ebaplanning.com>


Re: ATP Cycle 4 Project - Duarte 
1 message


Cathleen Calderon <cathleen@ebaplanning.com> Wed, Jul 11, 2018 at 8:17 AM
To: "ATP@CCC" <ATP@ccc.ca.gov>
Cc: Doug Kim <doug@ebaplanning.com>, "inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org" <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>, "Wilson,
Duane@CCC" <Duane.Wilson@ccc.ca.gov>


Dear Julie, 
 
Many thanks - will do. 
 
Best, 
Cathy 
 


 


 
CATHLEEN CALDERÓN |  Project/Grants Coordinator


EvanBrooksAssociates, Inc. 
 
e:  cathleen@ebaplanning.com  t: 626·799·8011  f: 888·421·8798   


w: www.ebaplanning.com  a: 2824 E. Foothill Blvd., Pasadena, CA 91107
 
On Wed, Jul 11, 2018 at 7:48 AM, ATP@CCC <ATP@ccc.ca.gov> wrote: 


Hi Cathleen,


 


Thank you for reaching out to the California Conservation Corps. Duane Wilson, District Director for our Pomona/LA
District has indicated that it’s not feasible for the CCC to participate in this project. Please include this email with your
application.


 


Thanks,


 


Julie Wolsey


(916) 341-3207


 


 


From: Cathleen Calderon [mailto:cathleen@ebaplanning.com]  
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2018 8:34 AM 
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV> 
Cc: Doug Kim <doug@ebaplanning.com> 
Subject: ATP Cycle 4 Project - Duarte


 


Dear Wei Hsieh, 



http://www.ebaplanning.com/

mailto:cathleen@ebaplanning.com

http://www.ebaplanning.com/

mailto:ATP@ccc.ca.gov

mailto:cathleen@ebaplanning.com

mailto:ATP@CCC.CA.GOV

mailto:doug@ebaplanning.com





 


Please see attached proposed Active Transportation Program Cycle 4 project for your review and response. 


 


Should you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact our office directly. 


 


Looking forward, 


Cathy 


 
CATHLEEN CALDERÓN |  Project/Grants Coordinator


EvanBrooksAssociates, Inc. 
 
e:  cathleen@ebaplanning.com  t: 626·799·8011  f: 888·421·8798   


w: www.ebaplanning.com  a: 2824 E. Foothill Blvd., Pasadena, CA 91107


 


 



http://www.ebaplanning.com/

mailto:cathleen@ebaplanning.com

http://www.ebaplanning.com/






Cathleen Calderon <cathleen@ebaplanning.com>


Re: ATP Cycle 4 Project - Duarte 
1 message


Cathleen Calderon <cathleen@ebaplanning.com> Wed, Jul 18, 2018 at 10:31 AM
To: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Cc: "ATP@CCC" <atp@ccc.ca.gov>, Doug Kim <doug@ebaplanning.com>


Hello Dominique, 
 
Thank you for this information, I will be sure to include it in the application.
 
Best, 
Cathy 
 


 


 
CATHLEEN CALDERÓN |  Project/Grants Coordinator


EvanBrooksAssociates, Inc. 
 
e:  cathleen@ebaplanning.com  t: 626·799·8011  f: 888·421·8798   


w: www.ebaplanning.com  a: 2824 E. Foothill Blvd., Pasadena, CA 91107
 
On Tue, Jul 17, 2018 at 11:53 PM, Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org> wrote: 


Hello Cathleen, 
 
Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable to participate in this project. Please
include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Conservation Corps. 
 
Thank you, 
Dominique 
 
On Mon, Jul 9, 2018 at 8:35 AM, Cathleen Calderon <cathleen@ebaplanning.com> wrote: 


Dear Dominique Lofton, 
 
Please see attached proposed Active Transportation Program Cycle 4 project for your review and response. 
 
Should you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact our office directly. 
 
Looking forward, 
Cathy 


 


 
CATHLEEN CALDERÓN |  Project/Grants Coordinator


EvanBrooksAssociates, Inc. 
 
e:  cathleen@ebaplanning.com  t: 626·799·8011  f: 888·421·8798   


w: www.ebaplanning.com  a: 2824 E. Foothill Blvd., Pasadena, CA 91107
 
 
 
--  
 
Dominique Lofton | Program Associate
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814



http://www.ebaplanning.com/

mailto:cathleen@ebaplanning.com

http://www.ebaplanning.com/

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

mailto:cathleen@ebaplanning.com

http://www.ebaplanning.com/

mailto:cathleen@ebaplanning.com

http://www.ebaplanning.com/

https://maps.google.com/?q=282+4+E.+Foothill%0D%0A++Blvd.,+Pasadena,+CA+91107&entry=gmail&source=g

https://maps.google.com/?q=1121+L+Street,+Suite+400+Sacramento,+CA+95814&entry=gmail&source=g

https://maps.google.com/?q=1121+L+Street,+Suite+400+Sacramento,+CA+95814&entry=gmail&source=g





916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org


 



tel:916.426.9170

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

http://www.caleec.com/
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORM
LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1.3
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001, Revised February 2018Version 1.0
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORM
LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1.3
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001, Revised February 2018Version 1.0
A T P funded components
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
Infrastructure
PA&ED
P A and E D
PS&E
P S and E
R/W
R and or W
CON
CON
Non-Infrastructure
non infrastructure
Plan
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total project amount
Total
ATP $
total A T P amount
Total
Non-ATP $
Total non A T P amount
Past 
ATP $
Past A T P amount
Leveraging $
Leveraging amount
Non-Participating $
Non participating amount
Future 
Local $
Future Local amount
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Part A: General Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Project Program Request (PPR)         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A7: Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part B: Narrative Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part C: Application Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
N
W
Project Number
Project number
Past Project 
Funding 
past project funding
Funded 
Amount $
funded amount
Project 
Type
project type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
type of overlap or connection with past projects
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.  See section 22.7 Recreational Trails Program (RTP) of the Caltrans ATP Chapter for Elements that are only eligible for funding with Recreational Trail Funds.
 
For all trails projects: 
For all trails projects answer the following questions
Indicate the project details included in the project/program/plan.
 
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
,
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months after environmental document approval. The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination, documentation and approval from Caltrans.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC Allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2023 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 4.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
months
months	
Part A6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON/ PLAN
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
 
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Alt Project. ID/prg.
Legislative Districts
This field is required
This field is required
This field is required
This field is required
This field is required
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
22/23
23/24+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 4
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
22/23
23/24+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 4
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
22/23
23/24+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 4
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
22/23
23/24+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
22/23
23/24+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
22/23
23/24+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
22/23
23/24+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
22/23
23/24+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
22/23
23/24+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
22/23
23/24+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
22/23
23/24+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2012-2016 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$51,026). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $51,026, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen 3.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 39.34). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/report/calenviroscreen-30
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 39.34, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Creation of new routes?
1.         Explain how the project closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 150 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project. 
         (Max of 150 Words)         
3.         Illustrate and provide documentation for how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 150 Words)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Close a gap?
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destinations must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Creation of new routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 150 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 150 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 150 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to important or community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2012-2016 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$51,026). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $51,026, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen 3.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 39.34). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/report/calenviroscreen-30
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 39.34, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Creation of new routes?
1.         Explain how the project closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 150 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project. 
         (Max of 150 Words)         
3.         Illustrate and provide documentation for how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 150 Words)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
a.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destination must be identified. And/or describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. (Max of 750 Words)
b.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying the gap and connections, and/or of the new route location, and/or the barrier location and improvement.
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
A.         What is/was the process of defining designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project? How did the applicant analyze the alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project. Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project. If applicable - Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process. 
                  (Max of 500 words)
B.         How did the applicant analyze the range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (Max of 500 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and Certified Community Conservation Corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2012-2016 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$51,026). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $51,026, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen 3.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 39.34). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/report/calenviroscreen-30
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 39.34, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Creation of new routes?
1.         Explain how the project closes a gap, provides connections to, and/or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network and how the improvements meet an important need of the disadvantaged community. (Max of 200 Words)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and Certified Community Conservation Corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2012-2016 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$51,026). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $51,026, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen 3.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 39.34). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/report/calenviroscreen-30
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 39.34, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Creation of new routes?
Explain how the program addresses an important need of the disadvantaged community, how it was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents, and how the disadvantaged community residents will be included. 
(Max of 300 Words)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
A.         Describe who was engaged in the identification and development of this program. How were they engaged? Describe the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. What was their feedback and how was it incorporated into the program proposal? (5 points max) (Max of 500 words)
B.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the program. Include which agencies and stakeholder groups (public health, law enforcement, NGOs and non-traditional partners like faith groups, elder/senior intergenerational groups) will be involved in implementing the program. (10 points max) (Max of 500 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
A.         How will the effectiveness of the program be measured? Describe the effectiveness measures that will be evaluated (public support, mode shift, safety, etc.) and the tools that will be used (such as surveys, counts, observations, etc.) to quantify the success. (5 points max) 
                  (Max of 300 words)
B.         How will the program be sustained after completion? (5 points max) 
                  (Max of 300 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
A.         Does this program propose any elements that are new to the region? AND/OR does this program utilize any recognized best practices that have been proven successful in a similar local community context? Explain why the program chose to include these elements. 
                  (5 points max) (Max of 500 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and Certified Community Conservation Corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2012-2016 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$51,026). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $51,026, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen 3.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 39.34). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/report/calenviroscreen-30
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 39.34, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Creation of new routes?
Priority. Select One.
A.         Describe who will be engaged in the creation of the plan. Identify key community stakeholders, and any other stakeholders. (5 points max) (Max of 250 words)
B.         Describe how stakeholders will be engaged in the development of the plan. Describe your intended outreach methods during the plan's development (e.g., charrettes; community workshops; pop-up events; social media, etc.), including the number of outreach activities and estimated number of people reached. How will you maximize the accessibility of the community engagement process? (e.g., providing translation, interpretation, and child care services; selecting times/locations convenient to the general public; ensuring culturally/linguistically appropriate materials). (15 points max) (Max of 500 words)
C.         Describe how you intend to maintain ongoing outreach with stakeholders to communicate changes to the draft plan and how the stakeholders' input was addressed. In addition, how do you intend to keep the community and stakeholders updated following plan adoption? (5 points max) (Max of 500 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Data from Q2 in all project types is populated into these fields .
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10/01/2015
Local Assistance (ATP)
ATP Application Form
Forms Management Unit
Caltrans
6/3/16
Success
Duarte
Infrastructure - Medium
Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project
Class II bicycle and/or pedestrian gap closure improvements on Evergreen Street and Central Avenue, walk path improvements, and 3 pedestrian underpass improvements at I-210 freeway
Central Avenue from Bradbury Avenue to Highland Avenue, Evergreen Street from Buena Vista Street to Highland Avenue and I-210 underpasses at Highland, Duncannon, and Buena Vista St
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Duarte Active Transportation Safety Project
Central Avenue from Bradbury Avenue to Highland Avenue, Evergreen Street from Buena Vista Street to Highland Avenue and I-210 underpasses at Highland, Duncannon, and Buena Vista St
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Duarte High School
California School of the Arts San Gabriel Valley
-
Duarte High School
California School of the Arts San Gabriel Valley
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Part B Q1 A - Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination.pdf
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CalEnviroScreen
1
1
Part B Q1 B - CalEnviroScreen Page.pdf
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Duarte High School
California School of the Arts San Gabriel Valley
4
The project, located within a census tract that ranks among the top 15 percent of disadvantaged communities in the state, will substantially improve access for residents and students on both sides of the I-210 freeway to key destinations.  By improving bicycle facilities and sidewalks on two key east-west streets and addressing the barrier of unsafe freeway undercrossings at three locations, the project will help residents south of the I-210 freeway access key north-south streets that provide access to destinations north of the freeway (Duarte Town Center, two high schools, four parks). Residents north of the freeway will have better access to middle schools, the City of Hope, and Metro Gold Line south of the freeway. Similarly, high school students in a disadvantaged community south of the freeway will have safer options for riding bicycles and walking to Duarte High and the California School of the Arts.
Residents of the disadvantaged community could access the bicycle and pedestrian facilities on at several intersections within the area, including Highland Avenue at Evergreen Street and Central Avenue; Buena Vista Street at Central Avenue and Evergreen Street/Brightside Avenue; as well as the I-210 freeway underpasses at Buena Vista Street, Duncannon Avenue, and Highland Avenue. The improvements to the walk street between Buena Vista Street and Brightside Avenue will reduce barriers to accessing improvements at Buena Vista and Evergreen.
72
7
This project is the product of support from the disadvantaged community through four planning efforts that resulted in a robust active transportation vision for the City.  In 2013, residents supported improvements on Evergreen Street through the Duarte Station Specific Plan. Community residents attended public events, including a public Open House on October 28, 2015 in Duarte, where 19 community members urged more facilities.  There was also an online survey that showed support for dedicated bike lanes and safety-oriented improvements.  In 2016, the community supported improvements in the Buena Vista and Highland underpasses to the I-210 freeway.  More recently, residents called for the Duncannon underpass and improvements to Central and Evergreen Street in the Duarte Citywide Bicycle Master Plan.  Finally, the City’s Gold Line Station Safe Routes to Transit Plan calls for these improvements to leverage the recent opening of the Gold Line station. 
Part B Q1 C - Documentation.pdf
attached36
Fully
-
Duarte High School
California School of the Arts San Gabriel Valley
198
Manual counts were performed on 4/4/2017 on Highland Avenue, south of the 210 Freeway, representing a cross-section of times (morning, mid-day, evening).  Between 7:00 A.M. - 9:00 A.M., there were 23 cyclists. Between 11:00 A.M. - 1:00 P.M., there were 15 cyclists. Between 4:00 P.M. - 6:00 P.M., there were 19 cyclists.
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The project will improve access for residents in disadvantaged communities on both sides of the I-210 freeway. Currently, the poorly-lit and maintained freeway underpasses and substandard or non-existent bicycle and pedestrian facilities discourage both access between neighborhoods and activity centers and transit facilities across the freeway and active transportation usage.. This exacerbates socio-economic and health concerns in the area.  The project closes a physical gap in the active transportation network in the City of Duarte, particularly for pedestrians, as there are no sidewalks on much of the south side of Central and north side of Evergreen Street.  Likewise, there are no designated bicycle routes on the south side of Central and north side of Evergreen Street.Currently, these communities lacks safe, inviting north-south freeway underpasses to link residential neighborhoods to the schools, parks, and 7,303 jobs that flank the I-210 freeway. They also lack alternatives for bicyclists and pedestrians on Central and Evergreen Street, two east-west streets that flank the freeway, are home to residences, parks, two high schools, and other destinations, and feed the north-south streets that access key destinations.  This need must be addressed, as the area is home to many potential active transportation users, including 1,275 high school students, 2,956 seniors, 682 local commuters, and 2,501 long-distance commuters that use the Gold Line. The project will directly link the Duarte Town Center Specific Plan area, and schools and parks on the north side of the freeway with neighborhoods, City of Hope Medical Center, and the Metro Gold Line station south of the I-210, an area with a 0.4 percent bicycle mode share according to 2012-16 ACS data. The project will allow 6,309 residents in disadvantaged communities along the I-210 freeway in Duarte to access seven parks, two high schools, the Duarte Town Center, civic center, and over 7,300 jobs.  The project will increase walking by addressing gaps in the sidewalk network and advancing the multi-modal transportation vision of the General Plan and Duarte Town Center Specific Plan. Improving the safety of the three underpasses that link the south and north sides of the City under the I-210 freeway by installing new lighting that will remove a key barrier to active transportation. The project will provide attractive travel options to three key markets:  students, seniors, and commuters that total over 7,500 potential users.This improved mobility will provide options for a community that lacks options.  The project's primary Census tract (6037430101) includes 4,887 residents, 22% of whom do not own a car.  The ability to use last-mile solutions like bicycling and walking for these residents is critical, given the start of Metro Gold Line service, just to the south of these residents.  The proposed project will reduce the current barriers to more use of this regional transportation asset.This access is vital given the project’s location in a census tract that ranks among the top 15 percent of California’s disadvantaged communities. It also addresses local health issues in several ways.  First, residents are exposed to some of the highest carcinogenic risk in Southern California (1,399 added cancer risk per million) largely from vehicle traffic, based on SCAQMD’s MATES-IV study.  Second, the communities directly benefitting from the project have an average pollution burden in the 96th percentile, some of the highest levels in the State.  Third, these pollution burdens combined with poor active transportation options produce poor health outcomes in the service area, where asthma problems rank in the 60th percentile for California and low birth weight in the 82nd percentile.  Finally, only 74 percent of residents in the primary Census tract (6037430101) are insured, while only 68 in adjacent disadvantaged tract (6037430102) are insured (Healthy Places Index, 2012), meaning that health problems are often not treated in a timely manner for these disadvantaged residents.The project will improve public health in these disadvantaged communities in two ways.  First, it will provide more incentive for residents, students, and commuters to engage in more physical activity for commuting, recreation, and school-related travel.  This is particularly important for the 26 percent or more of residents do not have health coverage and must improve their baseline health conditions to protect them from expensive medical care.  Second, it will improve access to health care by providing more bicycle and pedestrian access to the City of Hope, an internationally-renowned cancer treatment and research center.
Safety
Gap Closure. The project will close an east-west gap in the City's active transportation network by building new and upgrading existing sidewalks on the north side of Evergreen Street, a residential neighborhood and the south side of Central Avenue, a street with several parks and two high schools.  It also upgrades Evergreen with Class II bicycle lanes that will help close a gap in the City's bicycle network.  These improvements will ensure continuous access and discourage wrong-way travel for cyclists that lack dedicated right-of-way on those two street segments.Removing Mobility Barriers.  The community advocated for pedestrian facility upgrades that will remove barriers to walking in areas where sidewalks don't exist, are not maintained, or feel unsafe.  The proposed project addresses all three of these pedestrian barriers.  First, it improves lighting amenities in the three key north-south underpasses to the I-210 freeway that connect the Butler neighborhood south of the freeway to the Duarte Civic Center and Duarte Center areas to the north.  Second, it builds new sidewalks on major portions of Central Avenue and Evergreen Street where none exist and where pedestrians must walk on the street or cross back and forth to the other side of the street.  Third, it improves existing substandard sidewalks on Evergreen Street west of Duncannon Avenue, addressing safety concerns with those facilities.Improving Access.  The project will substantially increase access to key destinations for four demographics that are historically receptive to active transportation.• 1,275 school-aged children in high schools (i.e., California School of the Arts, Duarte High) that lack convenient and safe bicycle and walking facilities.  Children will have more options for getting to school, particularly for high school students that will have access to Class II bicycle lanes and consistent sidewalks in good condition that provide direct access to schools on Evergreen Street.  In addition, up to 100 students from the California School of the Arts San Gabriel Valley use the Gold Line to get to school.  Improvements in the underpasses that must be used to reach school will improve safety for those students and potentially increase the number of students using the Gold Line, which will reduce vehicle traffic on the I-210 freeway and local arterials.• Of the 2,956 seniors (65+) in the disadvantaged Census tracts surrounding the project, many who may not be able to afford or drive a car and thus may be dependent on walking, biking, and transit.  This will provide improved access to parks (e.g., Northview Park) and the Duarte Senior Center on Huntington Drive.• 682 residents who live and work in the two disadvantaged Census tracts in the study area.  These local workers represent one of the strongest markets for active transportation, as they have recurrent travel that is less than 2 miles in distance, ideal for walking or bicycling.  The ability for these white- and blue-collar workers to avoid walking on the street or through uninviting freeway underpasses can incentivize active transportation on a recurring basis. • 2,501 residents who live in the disadvantaged communities but use the Gold Line to commute.  The majority of residents in the two disadvantaged Census tracts have longer distance commutes, including using the Gold Line.  Improvements in the underpasses that must be used to reach the Gold Line will improve safety for those commuters and potentially increase those using the Gold Line, which will further reduce vehicle traffic on the I-210 freeway and local arterials.In addition to work- and school-related travel, the project will also increase access to recreational facilities that can further enhance public health objectives.  The bike and pedestrian paths will provide direct access to Northview Park, Duarte Skatepark, and Duarte Sports Park on Central Avenue, as well as Duarte Senior Center on Huntington Drive.  The project also improves access to regional recreational facilities, such as the San Gabriel River Trail and the 17-mile Emerald Necklace of regional bicycling facilities that run along the I-605 freeway and other transportation systems south of Duarte.
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Part B Q2 B - Gap Closure and Barrier Map.pdf
attached6
Part B Q3 A - TIMS ATP Summary and Results.pdf
attached26
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Collision data over the past ten years confirms there are safety issues in the study area.  While one of these documented collisions involved a bicycle/auto incident, 86 percent of incidents involved pedestrians, including a fatality on Central near the California School of the Arts.As a result, the project represents one of the City of Duarte’s top safety priorities for four reasons.  First, it improves safety and access through three north-south freeway underpasses that are vital connections between the north and south sections of the City, yet are unlit and in poor maintenance. 37% of pedestrian-related collisions occurred in the dark  These safety and active transportation improvements will be more vital as growth drives more transportation demand in the area, especially future transit-oriented development near the City's Gold Line station to the south.Second, it installs sidewalks on the north side of Evergreen Street from Duncannon to Highland, where there are none whatsoever and currently force pedestrians to walk in the street.  This provides pedestrians with a dedicated facility, reducing walking in the street that poses conflict with passing cars. Further, the widening of sidewalks on the south side of Central Avenue will improve public safety,  especially given the presence of parks and schools on Central Avenue.  Given the cluster of pedestrian-related incidents with cars on Central Avenue, including a fatality, the widening of sidewalks on the south side will address the predominant cause of such collisions, pedestrian violations, likely from walking in the street or jaywalking which is more likely when pedestrians are already in the street.Third, it creates dedicated bicycle facilities on key streets near the I-210 freeway that are on- and off-ramps to the freeway and potential conflict points with cars.  This particularly the case at the westbound off-ramp on Central Avenue, adjacent to Duarte Sports Park, where there is no marked crosswalk at the stop sign as cars have exited off the freeway. It also reduces potential collisions on Buena Vista Street south of the freeway, where an on-ramp creates potential conflict with cyclists and pedestrians.Finally, it creates dedicated bike lanes and improves pedestrian sidewalks on Central Avenue, a key arterial that fronts two major schools and three parks (i.e., Duarte Sports Park Field B, Duarte Skatepark, Northview Park) that are key destinations for youth on bikes.  A recent collision at Duncannon Avenue where a pedestrian was hit by a car at Duarte High highlights the safety issues around a school, where youth drivers exacerbate the potential for conflict around these activity centers. The project will reduce the likelihood that students and other pedestrians  walk in the street because sidewalks on Central don't exist or are of substandard width and condition.
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The project will reduce safety hazards that have contributed to bicycle- and pedestrian-related collisions and fatalities between 2007 and 2017 in the project area by providing active transportation users dedicated travel facilities. This will have multiple benefits:a. Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users. The wide rights-of-way on Central Avenue and Evergreen Street encourage speeding which is dangerous given that bicycles and even pedestrians share that right-of-way because of substandard or non-existent bicycle paths and sidewalks, respectively. The dedication of Class II bike lanes on Evergreen Street that parallels the I-210 will reduce vehicle travel lane widths, thereby helping to reduce speeds of vehicles that are entering or exiting the freeway at Buena Vista Street and Central Avenue, respectively.b. Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users. Visibility of pedestrians through the three freeway underpasses is non-existent during the evening because of the lack of street lights.  The lighting improvements to three dark freeway underpasses that are almost 200 feet long will dramatically improve visibility for bicyclists and pedestrians and address a barrier to active transportation use.  Further, dedication of Class II bike lanes on Evergreen will dramatically improve visibility of students looking for safe routes to Duarte High and the California School for the Arts.c. Eliminates potential conflict points.  Historical TIMS data shows that Central Avenue has been the location of several injuries and one fatality for pedestrians.  This has occurred because pedestrians engage in unsafe behavior outside of crosswalks, often because of inadequate or non-existent sidewalks on this street that fronts two high schools and several parks. The project will help manage a potential conflict point on Central Avenue, where an off-ramp to the I-210 freeway creates a major barrier to pedestrian and bicycle use.  The project will stripe a sidewalk crossing in front of the off-ramp, where none currently exists.   Further, it improves a second conflict point on Buena Vista Street near Evergreen, where a freeway on-ramp creates conflict with active transportation users looking to go north-south along Buena Vista Street. The project d. Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users.  The lack of sidewalks or existence of substandard sidewalks on both Central Avenue and Evergreen Street have increased the non-compliance with local traffic laws, as pedestrians disregard crosswalks. For much of Central Avenue, pedestrians lack attractive options for walking on the south side of the street.  The lack of a cross walk at the off-ramp of the I-210 westbound traffic and the substandard sidewalks toward the north increase the likelihood that students and other pedestrians will walk in the street and potentially jaywalk illegally in order to cross to the other side of the street, where schools and parks are located. The inclusion of Class II bicycle lanes will further legitimize bicycle travel on Evergreen Street.  Combined with a narrowing of the two lanes on Central and Evergreen, adherence to the 25 mph speed limit is more likely.f. Inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks.   Both Evergreen Street and Central Avenue have non-existent or substandard sidewalks in poor condition, with trees and brush often encroaching onto the current sidewalks.  Further, a walk path between Buena Vista Street and Evergreen Street is in poor condition with no lighting.  The project will improve safety for bicyclists and pedestrians.  Currently, pedestrian sidewalks on Central Avenue are poorly designed with narrow widths, while there are no sidewalks whatsoever on the north side of Evergreen Street.  There are also no dedicated bicycle facilities on Evergreen Street and Central Avenue, two key east-west arterials and collectors that will complete a gap in the active transportation network the City is developing.  Given the high density of parks and high schools on Central Avenue that involve teenage drivers, the project will help rectify the lack of a marked crosswalk on Central that will demarcate where pedestrians have right-of-way on the south side of the street, and upgrade unsafe sidewalks and insufficient bicycle facilities.g. Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users. The lack of sidewalks or substandard sidewalks has led to  pedestrians engaging in unsafe behavior outside of crosswalks, particularly on Central Avenue, an important arterial that fronts two high schools and several parks. As pedestrian violations and using the wrong side of the road constitute 51% of collisions over the past ten years, the project will reduce the need for pedestrians to walk on the street or travel on the wrong side of major arterials by building new sidewalks, particularly on Central.  Because narrow sidewalks on Central and no sidewalks on Evergreen forces pedestrians to walk in the street, better sidewalks will discourage that dangerous practice and help, as pedestrians crossing the roadway outside crosswalks are the most comment cause (36.84%) of pedestrian-related collisions.  Further,creating dedicated Class II bicycle facilities on Evergreen will reduce the temptation for vehicles to violate traffic laws by speeding, as they will have a narrower right-of-way to use on both streets.
256
The project is the culmination of several public planning process with substantial involvement from the Duarte community.The 2014 Duarte Station Specific Plan encouraged improvements to the bicycle and pedestrian system, particularly for the Highland Avenue corridor that leads to the Duarte/City of Hope Gold Line Station.During development of the City of Duarte’s Bicycle Master Plan and Safe Routes to Transit Plan in 2015 and 2016, community residents attended public events, including a public Open House on October 28, 2015.  Nineteen community members attended the function, which was held in both English and Spanish. Attendees broke into three discussion stations. The group advocated for improvements to the freeway underpasses and to Central Avenue, given its proximity to two high schools and several parks.These underpass and active transportation improvements on Central and Evergreen were  endorsed in the Duarte Town Center Specific Plan in September 2016, which called for pedestrian-scale lighting on both Buena Vista Street and Highland Avenue to improve access to the Town Center. That process involved involved interviewed with a cross-section of stakeholders, including property owners within the disadvantaged community tracts.In June 2018, the City Public Works Department provided additional public outreach and updating past community stakeholders about the City's pursuit of grant funding for the project.  As a result, several community members have submitted letters of support for the ATP application, urging the State to apply SB1 and other applicable revenues to this local implementation of the ATP's objectives.
174
The City of Duarte used an inclusive planning process in 2015 that started with the City of Duarte’s Bicycle Master Plan and Safe Routes to Transit Plan, where a definition of mobility and safety objectives was used to define the prioritization process.  The process included public input on the greatest challenges to active transportation in Duarte, an assessment of bicycling conditions, and a survey of origins and destinations.  Members of the disadvantaged community attended and considered a range of options, including:• Bike lanes on major streets and commercial corridors • Bike paths along railroads or utility channels • Bike routes or bike boulevards on residential streets• Additional bicycle parking• Improved lighting • Improved pavement condition • Additional bicycle capacity and improved ease of using bicycles on buses• Enhanced bicycle lanes via increased width and use of green paint or buffers • Education promoting awareness of bicyclists and rights on road • Improved access to major destinations such as the Gold Line StationCommunity residents attended public events, including a public Open House on October 28, 2015, where 19 community members supported Class IV bicycle facilities along Duarte Road and more bicycle parking near bus stops and other destinations.  The first addressed Gold Line Safe Routes to Transit Planning, ensuring that there were first- and last-mile transportation improvements that help travelers get to and from the Gold Line Station.  The second station looked at the variety of bikeway types, while the third station evaluated draft planned bikeways.  Community stakeholders were asked to visit each station, ask questions, and provide comments .  In addition, there was an online survey that solicited responses from 32 residents, six workers, along with others who visit Duarte. Respondents prioritized more dedicated bike lanes and more safety-oriented improvements.  In addition, there was an online survey that solicited responses from 32 residents, six workers, along with others who visit Duarte. Respondents prioritized more dedicated bike lanes and more safety-oriented improvements.
Part B Q4 B - Public Participation and Planning Documents.pdf
attached34
215
The community-based planning process produced a preferred design that was heavily focused on context-sensitive criteria, including overcoming safety barriers to active transportation.The project will help reduce actual speeds of vehicles on east-west arterials like Central Avenue and Evergreen Street, neither of which have dedicated bike lanes, but rather wide rights-of-way that encourage speeding.  Further speeding on the three north-south underpasses that connect Duarte will be reduced from improved lighting that will increase the visibility of pedestrians and cyclists.Pedestrian use is projected to increase by at least 22 more users per day, while bicycling use will increase by at least 37 more users.  This is based on the project’s local appeal to three markets:  students, seniors, and commuters.  Given the congested nature of the project area, these reductions in traffic will have measurable improvements in mobility for the disadvantaged Census tracts.The project will also implement road diet improvements  that reduce the 35-foot width of Central and 25-foot width of Evergreen Street.  These are wide streets for two lane arterial and collector roads, respectively.  As a result, the project will help calm traffic on these local streets.Perhaps the most tangible benefit will be the reduce level of stress for pedestrians and bicyclists on five streets.  First, bicyclists will have dedicated rights-of-way on Evergreen and Central that will also reduce vehicle speeds on this wide streets.  Second, pedestrians will have a dedicated sidewalk on Evergreen instead of walking on the street.  Third, active transportation users traveling north and south on the three freeway underpasses will have improved lighting and sidewalks that will reduce the stress of traveling in 200-foot long, unlit tunnels with traffic speeds at or above the posted 35 mph speed limit.
455
Class IV cycle-track facilities were considered during the Bikeway Master Plan Update and supported by the community.  Duarte Road was cited as a priority location for such dedicated bikeways.  However, they were deemed infeasible given right-of-way challenges on the affected streets in the project area.
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